Comments Submitted on behalf of NYISO, ISO-NE, MISO and PJM


Subcommittee responses are in red-line below.

The following comments are respectfully submitted on behalf of NYISO, ISO-NE, MISO and PJM

Overall Comments
The entities identified above applaud the OS subcommittee’s dedicated efforts to complete this draft recommendation for Network Service on OASIS.  We recognize the complexity and detail of the work required.   

The draft recommendation sets out to provide consistency across the different functions performed by the existing IGOs and RTOs. The recommendation also needs to explicitly incorporate the recognition that there are energy/capacity markets which do provide transparency to the customer, but successfully use a different method to operate.  Whereby, the level of detail required per this standard would potentially hinder the present operation of their robust and competitive market.
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: At the October 28-29, 2009 the Subcommittee determined:

10-28-2009 OASIS Subcommittee response to United Illuminating informal comments – In prior discussions, the subcommittee recognized that organized markets may have special needs. When we get further along in the drafting of the NITS on OASIS standards, the RTOs and ISOs will propose language to allow for these differences (e.g. an addition to Appendix C).

Regarding, Transfers, PJM does not support Transfers as included and defined in this draft standard because of our ability to perform economic dispatch which is the ultimate outcome from the concept of Transfers.  To fully recognize the various operating markets, a statement needs to be included in this standard to acknowledge this point. 

11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: During the October 28-29, 2009:

10-28-2009 Subcommittee Response – Do not change the current Resale and Transfer language applicable to Point-to-Point. Add a new section for NITS: 1) Allow Full Transfers (one customer to one customer), 2) create a “Disaggregate” process so that a customer can split into several customers (with new applications) that does not require a new queue time [the customers will determine the split, TP will have approval rights because of financial responsibility and to ensure that there is no change to the totality of TCAs {paths and MW}, DNRs and Designated Loads and the customers will not have to compete for the network transmission rights that they already have] and 3) create an “Aggregation” process. Consistent with FERC policy, there will be no ability for NITS to perform Resales. The terminology used for NITS will not include the terminology “partial transfers”.

Specific comments

On the cover/first page of this recommendation, there are references to three Request Numbers.  Each of them are specific items in the 2009 Annual Plan.   Specific to the reference, 2009 Annual Plan item 3(b)(i)(1), is this item correctly included in this recommendation as it is specific to PKI certification which this draft does not address? 
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: We will review and make changes as needed.
 001-0.nn – Include a definition for Transmission Capacity Allocation (TCA) – The MW amount that is designated from a resource for a specific network load.
11-9-2009 Subcommittee response:  During the October 28-29, 2009 meeting, 

10-28-2009 Change “TCA” to Network Transmission Reservation (“NTR”)

Subsequently Motion 46 was made:

Use the terminology of “Network Transmission Commitment” to represent the impact to ATC of confirmed network service.

Subsequently Motion 47 was approved to delay discussion of Motion 46:

Motion to Postpone discussion on Motion 46 until the meeting scheduled for December 1-3, 2009.

001-12 – Addition of the following:  Due to the construct of the Reliability Pricing Model (RPM) within PJM, this is not applicable to us, and an exception for our interconnection is included here.
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: At the October 28-29, 2009 the Subcommittee determined:

10-28-2009 OASIS Subcommittee response to United Illuminating informal comments – In prior discussions, the subcommittee recognized that organized markets may have special needs. When we get further along in the drafting of the NITS on OASIS standards, the RTOs and ISOs will propose language to allow for these differences (e.g. an addition to Appendix C).

001-12.4.3 – PJM does not support transfers as our processes already allow for the partial transfers/resales on our OASIS.
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: During the October 28-29, 2009:

10-28-2009 Subcommittee Response – Do not change the current Resale and Transfer language applicable to Point-to-Point. Add a new section for NITS: 1) Allow Full Transfers (one customer to one customer), 2) create a “Disaggregate” process so that a customer can split into several customers (with new applications) that does not require a new queue time [the customers will determine the split, TP will have approval rights because of financial responsibility and to ensure that there is no change to the totality of TCAs {paths and MW}, DNRs and Designated Loads and the customers will not have to compete for the network transmission rights that they already have] and 3) create an “Aggregation” process. Consistent with FERC policy, there will be no ability for NITS to perform Resales. The terminology used for NITS will not include the terminology “partial transfers”.

001-xx – Include an exception for IGOs/RTOs that presently use a manual application which includes all the necessary dates.
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: At the October 28-29, 2009 the Subcommittee determined:

10-28-2009 OASIS Subcommittee response to United Illuminating informal comments – In prior discussions, the subcommittee recognized that organized markets may have special needs. When we get further along in the drafting of the NITS on OASIS standards, the RTOs and ISOs will propose language to allow for these differences (e.g. an addition to Appendix C).

001-xx(1).0 – Include a statement that designation and undesignation can also be performed on an electronic RPM (eRPM).
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response: At the October 28-29, 2009 the Subcommittee determined:

10-28-2009 OASIS Subcommittee response to United Illuminating informal comments – In prior discussions, the subcommittee recognized that organized markets may have special needs. When we get further along in the drafting of the NITS on OASIS standards, the RTOs and ISOs will propose language to allow for these differences (e.g. an addition to Appendix C).

001-xx(2).1.1 – Include a statement that allows for performing this function manually.
11-09-2009 Subcommittee response:  Subcommittee does not understand the concern. 
002-4.2.8.2 – Our existing OASIS provided for the PTP and network requests on the standard templates.  New templates are not required – Reference WEQ 003 – OASIS, Version 2.1, 3/11/09.  

11-09-2009 Subcommittee response:  Subcommittee is not addressing WEQ-002 standards during this request for informal comments. However, (1) TPs that have used OASIS to collect NITS information have been using PTP templates which were not designed to handle NITS in detail and (2) the Subcommittee has not found it appropriate to replicate any Transmission Provider’s use of PTP templates for NITS.
Additional Comment

The entities indentified above also support the informal comments submitted by M. Knox for MISO and E. Cardone for NYISO.  
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11-09-2009

